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Dear Sir: 

In conjunction with a Notice of Appeal, reconsideration and allowance of the 
application is respectfully requested for at least the following reasons. The Notice of Appeal is 
being filed in response to a Final Office Action mailed on December 16, 2005, as well as an 
Advisory Action mailed on , 2006. The period for response has been extended by the 
concurrently filed Petition. 
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1 . The Advisory Action Overlooked several claims 

The Advisory Action mailed on March 20, 2006, states that 

The applicant appears to suggest that all of the dial digits and call records are 
passed from the switch to the switch master. However, claims only recite all dial 
digits are transmitted from the plurality of switches in communication with a 
switch master. Farris teaches this limitation. . . . 

Applicants assert that the Advisory Action has failed to consider that the independent 
claims 32, 33, 37, and 41 specifically recite that all the telecommunication call records are 
received by the switch master from the plurality of switches. Therefore, if the rejection seeks to 
differentiate between the dial digits and the call records, then the statement regarding Farris 
disclosing all dial digits is not applicable to claims 32, 33, 37, and 41. It is independent claims 
10 and 27 that refer to the switch master receiving all dial digits from the plurality of switches. 
Thus, the Advisory Action's statement regarding dial digits being transmitted to the switch 
master, as opposed to call records, is only applicable to claims 10 and 27 and the Advisory 
Action has failed to account for claims 32, 33, 37, and 41. Thus, asserting that Farris discloses 
transferring all dial digits to the switch master is inadequate in relation to claims 32, 33, 37, and 
41. Furthermore, as noted below, Farris does not disclose sending all dial digits to the switch 
master, nor does Farris disclose sending all call records such that that Advisory Action further 
errs by asserting that Farris does disclose all dial digits being transmitted to the switch master. 

2. No adequate reason has been provided regarding t he re-introduction of 
Farris as an anticipatory reference when it was overcome bv and rem oved as a reference as 
a result of a previous response. 

The Final Office Action of December 16, 2005, and the Advisory Action of March 20, 
2006, rely exclusively on Farris (U.S. Pat 6,504,907) to conclude that claims 10-12, 14-16, and 
32 are anticipated. Furthermore, the Final Office Action and apparently the Advisory Action 
rely on Farris as the primary reference in concluding that claims 13, 17-31, 32-39, and 41 are 
anticipated and/or unpatentable. 

Despite repeated attempts at explaining that Farris was previously overcome and 
requesting an appropriate explanation as to the re-introduction of Farris, see both the response of 
November 10, 2005, and the after final response of February 17, 2006, the Final Office Action 
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and the Advisory Action have maintained Farris as the anticipatory reference on the same 
grounds that were previously overcome. 

As stated in the previous responses, Farris was used as the primary anticipatory reference 
in the Office Action of October 22, 2004. As a result of a response by the Applicants that 
included amendments and remarks addressing Farris, the rejections based on Farris were 
withdrawn and new rejections were provided based on a new reference, Swanson. Upon 
Applicants submitting arguments that overcame the rejections based on Swanson, the prior 
rejections based on Farris suddenly re-appeared without any explanation as to why the 
apparently convincing arguments of a January 24, 2005, response were no longer satisfactory. 
The amendments and arguments filed on January 24, 2005, were apparently convincing at that 
time and should continue to be convincing now. The pertinent portions of those arguments are 
reiterated and further emphasized below. 

3. The cited references do not disclose sending all dial digits or a ll call records 
to a switch master. 

Regardless of whether considering claims 10 and 27 that refer to all dial digits or claims 
32, 33, and 41 that refer to all call records, Farris is inadequate. 

The Final Office Action and the Advisory Action rely on the same grounds and citations 
as the October 22, 2004, Office Action, namely col. 25, lines 37-39 and 50-54. 

No citations of Farris disclose the claim recitations regarding all dial digits or all call 
records going from the plurality of switches to the switch master. To the contrary, the system 
and method of Farris teaches an exclusive, call specific monitoring system that cannot and does 
not collect at a switch master all the dial digits or call records generated by a plurality of 
switches. Instead, Farris specifically teaches a law enforcement surveillance system that depends 
upon the pre-identification of a subject under surveillance and assigning a specific CLASS code 
to alert the system to capture those specific call records or dialing digits of that subject. (See Col. 
7. 1. 35-45; Col. 8, 1 48-52). Furthermore, the card cages (33) and site processor (35) filter out all 
records not associated with a surveillance. (See Col. 19, 1. 40-45). Therefore, Farris teaches that 
only a limited number of call records or dial digits are passed through the RAO or site processor 
and on to the server 39 for storage, as opposed to passing all dial digits or call records from the 
plurality of switches to the switch master. 
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Indeed, since Farris is operating for the purpose of surveillance of subjects, Farris must 
avoid having all dial digits or call records of switches being collected at the RAO since switches 
handle calls of many subscribers and not just those that happen to be under surveillance. Thus, 
not only does Farris not disclose collecting all dial digits or all call records at the RAO, it is 
important that Farris avoids collecting all dial digits or all call records. Farris implements the 
special CLASS codes mentioned above for that very purpose, avoiding collecting all dial digits 
or call records at the RAO since it is only those call records of the subject under surveillance that 
are of significance in Farris. Accordingly, Farris also cannot be modified to collect all the dial 
digits or call records because doing so would require changing the principle of operation of 
Farris, i.e. implementation of the CLASS codes to limit the call records being collected, such that 
no motivation to modify Farris can exist. 

Regarding the citation to Col. 25, lines 37-39 and 50-54, this section must be read 
carefully and fully in context. It must be noted that this section is referring only to calls 
regarding station 1 B . A review of FIG. 2 and the introductory discussion of station 1 B reveals 
that this is a phone line of a subject under surveillance. Farris specifically states that "In our 
example, the CLASS codes in the profile for station 1 B include the code for surveillance." So, 
collecting all dial digits or all call records of station 1 B may be possible and even desirable in 
Farris, but collecting all dial digits or all call records of a single phone line does NOT meet the 
claim recitations regarding all dial digits or all call records of the switches being sent to the 
switch master since there will necessarily be other dial digits or call records from phone lines not 
under surveillance that are not sent to the RAO. The switches of Farris receive many more dial 
digits or call records than just those involving station 1 B . Thus, all digits or records for station 
1 B are just a subset and are not the same as all dial digits or call records of the plurality of 
switches. Asserting that Farris transfers all dial digits or all call records from the plurality of 
switches to a switch master is not sustainable. 

Thus, Farris cannot anticipate nor render obvious the pending claims 10-16, 27-39, and 
41 . As the secondary reference Lowe also do not account for these inadequacies of Farris, those 
rejections based on Farris in view of Lowe also cannot be sustained. 

Applicants assert that claims 10-16, 27-39, and 41 are in condition for allowance for at 
least these reasons. Applicants request that the §102 and 103 rejections to these claims be 



4 



withdrawn based on the remarks above and further request that an indication of allowable subject 
matter be provided. Should the Examiner have any questions, please contact the undersigned. 

No fees are believed due beyond the fee for the Notice of Appeal and the fee for the 
extension of time. However, please charge any additional fees or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account No. 50-3025. 



Date: June 15, 2006 




Jeramie J. Keys 
Reg. No. 42,724 

Withers & Keys, LLC 
P.O. Box 71355 
Marietta, Ga 30007-1355 
(404) 849.2093 
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